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'J^^e_ CZAIRivA i:I (United Aral- ?.ei:ublic') : I declare open the eighty-fourth 
plenary meetinr cf the Ccnferenco cf the Ei^hteen-llation Cci:::::ittee en I)isar::aL:ent. 

Before calling on the first spe?.her for tcday I should lihe to infcm the 
Conference tha,t I have been requested by the Secretaariat to point out to :ie:::bers 
of the Cor.:nittee the.t core accurate interpretation of their statements ^^culd be 
possible if they were to suppl^^ "the Secrete.riat vrith five advance copies of their 
texts. It Y^ould also be helpful in this connexion if representatives v/ould be 
kind enough tc read their prepared statements slcYfly. 

In ny capacity as Chp^irman^ may I suggest thevt the Conference might find it 
profita^ble if the members of the nuclear Sub~Cor:i::ittee could provide the plenary 
Cor^mittee ^rith a report on the r;eetings held by them during our recess. 

Mr> iyACCVESCU (Romania): During our tT/o-and-a-half months^ recess, 
mankind has passed through the m:0st difficult mor.ent in international relations 
since the end of the Second Tforld 7ar. The Caribbean crisis brought us to the 
verge cf an outbreak of the m:Ost devasta^ting Wvar ever Imo^m — a therr.c nuclear 
conflict. This tim.e again^ reason triumphed and the danger vras adverted. 3ut 
has it been coimpletedly .averted? ITo aff irm^ative ansv;^er can be given tc this 
question as long as the m:Ost" vital problem of our tim.es, general and coim^lete 
disarm.ament, has not been solved once e.zid for alio that is, until a final solution 
has been found for the cha^llenge that faces us in this Committee. 

The resumcption of the proceedings of our Ccm::_ittee proves that despite the 
tense international situation of a month ago, despite all difficulties, , the mil 
of the peoples for peace is m^cre powerful ~ thr.t this vrill for peace is the 
essential determining elen^ent in international relations » Peoples want peace, 
they want the tranquillity necessary to create the m.aterial and spiritual assets 
which the present generr.tion needs, which future generations will need for their 
progress. •T'ar cannot give them all this:' on the contrary. 

Returning to this conference table, the Rom:a.nian delegation is' fully conscious of the 
great force Y^hich the will for peace of the peoples represents. At the sam.e time 
it is conscious of the great responsibility incumbent upon this Comir-ittee. ITo 
government, no delegation, no represent-ative can eve.d.e this responsibility, because 
the judgem.ent cf history, and of those who make history — the peoples — is just 
and inexorable. 
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( L2r> Kacovescu^ Romania ) 

The problems facing us are difficult and conrDlex. Nobody denies this. But 
if we had not deemed their solution possible, we would not have started this 
Conference, lie are persuaded that if we take into account the general interests 
of humanity at this moment when the danger of devastating and irretrievable 
destruction has grown immensely; if we approach the issues in a realistic and. 
concrete manner; if; in debating the problems thoroughly and with courage^ we 
sincerely unite our efforts in order to find solutions — then yre shall fulfil the 
task entrusted to this Committee by the United Nations General Assembly, 

As I have enrphasized on form.er occasions, the nain danger which menaces 
mankind is that of a devastating nuclear war. To safeguard the peoples from the 
calamities of a nuclear catastrophe, to take drastic steps meant to assure a 
lasting peace on our planet ~ this is the miost urgent and the most burning problem 
of the contemporary world. The radical way to fulfil this aim is the inrplementation 
of general and complete disarmam.ent under strict international control. The main 
task of our Comxiittee is precisely that of working out a treaty on general and 
connlete disarmam.ent under strict international control. It is not our intention 
to deny or to underestimate the existence, importance and urgency of other problems, 
such as the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests and the adoption of other measures 
which would lead to the im^provement ox the international situation, to the promoting 
of confidence between States and to assuring favourable conditions for general and 
complete disarm.am.ent; but the main issue and the principal task which today 
challenges the world and our Comrdttee is general and complete disarmament under 
strict international control. Throughout our proceedings we mst not for a m.oment 
overlook this. Nothing must deflect us from this paramount goal, Without a 
clear view of what is m.ost important in the activities of the Conference of the 
Eighteen Nation Committee we cannot ensure the correct orientation of our proceedings, 
which is indispensable for success. 

The Rom.anian delegation is firmly convinced that general and complete 
disarmament must above all liberate humanity from the nigxhtmare of nuclear war. 
This aspect of the problem has acquired an ever-.growing specific weight during 
the eight months that have elapsed since this Co-oittee began its work. Super- 
saturated stockpiles of nuclear weapons have rem:ained untouched: none of those 
wea-oons has been destroyed; none of the plants manufacturing them has stopped 
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workinj. On the contrary^ to the e::istine.-, stcclr:iles new vjer/:cns have been e.dded. 
The process of the expansion; iL'prcyer.ent and diversification cf \7eapcns has continued, 
and still continues. Consequently tho nuclear stochpiles (2,rc7^ like Topsy. Chvicusly 
the da^nger that threa^tens to annihilato entire countries and peoples has oecoi::e even 
greater. hence the urgency cf the ahcliticn of the nuclear dan^.er. 

In our efforts to solve this irperative prohle::: we i;:ust all keep in ::ind that 
tine and tide y.'-ait for no ::.:an. ^rvory day cf d.el?// entails untold risks. 

The Soviet draft tre.aty (EITDC/ll) suhrriitted to this Corr/.ittee offers a 
workable solution for the eli:.:ination of the nuclear danrer fro::.: the very first 
sta£;e of the process cf diss.rr.:ai~ent . It provides for the elii::inaticn of i/:eans 
of delivery of nuclea,r r/eapons in the first starve. That is a radica,l solution; 
which corresponds to the qualitatively new rdlitary situation Tfhich n:anl:ind is 
facing today. Cbviously; without r.eans of deliverer the nucloar weapons are hound 
to rust in their stockpiles, provinp thus their futility^ and to l^se all their 
iirportance, By approaching^ the prchle:.: in this r.anner we would solve it cor.ipletely 
and in a short space of ti-e, even do7.ci to the sta.r;;e of destroyin^^ the nuclea.r 
wea^pons the:.:s elves, and thus r.anliind would be salved froir. r^ree/j da^n^^er. 

The '.Testern nuclear Powers try to. convince us that it is irpossible to accept 
vsuch a proposal, brin£in(;' forvrard a.rpu:::ents which never coiV:e up to the ir.r;ortance of 
the probleuijthe iniraediaote elinination of the danpor of nuclea.r wa.r, and which never 
come up to the level of the r^rea^t political and :::oral task of our time — saf e-;;uarding 
niaurdvind against the possibilities of destruction by the nuclear vrea.pcns now in 
existence a.nd those which are being yia.nuf a.ctured. 

These arguments, accor.ipanied cy :-.:ather.;atica.l, geograi^phical e^id stra.tegic 
considerations, have not been able to convince us 6^s to the essence of the issue. 
They are not a.ble to der.onstrate that the Soviet solution is not and does not 
remain the best one. Nevertheless, ah'ter re- examining the situation tha/b has ^Deen 
created as a. result of the categorical refusal cf the Testern ?:.:7ers to destroy 
all nuclear \7eap0n delivery vehicles in the first sta.ge, the Soviet G-overnr.:ent 
has coi'..e for^,7ard to r.eet the positions of those Powers and has proposed, as e.r^ 
exception to the rule, tha/o in the course of the process of destroying nuclear 
Y^eapon delivery vehicles the United Starves a.nd the Soviet Unicn should :::a.inta.in on 
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their territories a strictly liirdted nuri3er of intercontinentc-.l; anti-r::issile and 
ground-to-air cissiles (E[LDC/2/Rev» l/p, 5) ♦ In cur opinion this is a -pTO'zoseA of 
exceptional iirportance^ v^hich opens up real possibilities for the conclusion of an 
agreenent on this issue eit an earl^^ date. 

It is knoY/n that the United States opposed the abolition of all nuclee^r vea,pon 
delivery vehicles during-: the first stape, invohinp the reason — • ^^hich we believe 
is r,-roundless — that such a measure Y.'^culd unf av::ure.bly affect the Testern ?0Y;ers. 
In the new conditions such an objection can no Icnper have any ;;ustif ication. If 
the United Ste.tes and its allies e.re puided by the sincere desire to reach apreeir.ent, 
they novr have the opportunity to contribute to the positive e^nd undelayed . solution 
of this issue. 

At the last ceetino; we listened to cooQients concerning the new proposal of the 
Soviet Governinent by the representatives of the United States j, the United linpdoD 
and Italy, Those conx:ents boiled c.j-m^ in essence^ to the voicing; of certain 
der::ands for clarification regardin(^ the Yfays of iirplerientin^; that proposal^ and 
especially the details of control over the L-.easures proposed. Cf course, should 
an agreement in principle concerning the new Soviet proposal be reached, one could 
pass to the exarlnation of all further aspects of this issue connected with its 
irzplenentatiou; including the number of the above-r.:entioned rr.issiles and the methods 
of control over the carrying out of those measures* All these aspects are naturally 
iniportant, but they are subordinate to the reaching of agreement in principle with 
regard to the new Soviet proposal. Solutions would not be difficult to find if 
all parties agreed to the proposed measures and co-operated in the vrorking out of 
arrangements with regard to their implemientaticn, That being so, v/ould it not be 
more logical to let the clarification cf the tecb_nical problems be preceded oy the 
adoption by the Testern Powers of a clear stand '.dth rega,rd to the new Soviet 
proposal? 

G-eneral and complete disarm.am.ent -rill becor^e possible only if we tahe into 
account to an equal extent the right of all States to ensure their security. This 
idea permieates the principles of the :oint statem.ent of agreed principles of 
2C September 1961 (El-.roc/5), unanim.ously endorsed zy the United llations G-eneral 
Assen^bly in resolution 1722 (ZVI) of 2C Decem.ber 1961, by which we m.ust be guided 
in our proceedings. hence the logice.l conclusion that, parallel with the elimination 
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of nuclear T/e^rpon delivery vehicles, r.dlitary be^ses on fcreijii -"oerritcries :;xist be 
liquidated a,nd all armed xorces stationed on the territories ciT other Stc/bes 
withdrawn. One cannot conceive of the elicina^tion of nuclear T/'oapon deliver^?- 
vehicles during the first s-t^^rQ without the sir.:ultr.neous liquidation of all United 
States military oases locc^ted on foreign territories close to the borders of 
socialist States • To act otherwise would be tanta:.:ount to creatin.^^ a situc.tion 
in which the rirht to security of the socialist States would he disregp.rdod, and 
that cannot be ad::::ittedh The loric of the facts de:::ands that the United States, 
vrhich recently evinced so rreat a cciicern for its o-.7n security, should understand 
the preoccupation of the socia,list States vrith their security, vrhich is threa.tened 
by the United States rdlitary bases located on the territories of other Sto/tes, 

^fhile. the problem of ^^■eneral and co::r>lete disar:'.iar;:ent.i':ust concern us in the 
first place and above all, this does not, natura,ily, exclude the possibilit;^ and 
usefulness of certain r..'.easures beinr e.dopted intended to pror.:ote the lessening of 
international tension e^nd to facilito/be <;eneral and coirplete disarmarrient. 

The establishnent of nuclear-free sones in various e.reas of the world would 
constitute such a measure. The .RGL:a,nian dele/^e^tion considers that the establishi::ent 
of nucle?.r-free zones on the Europep.n continent would be of ^^rer.t political iirportance. 
The Roraanian People's Republic supports the proposal r:ade by the People^ s Republic 
of Poland concerninr; the establish-i-ent of such z. zone in Central Europe (R1D3/C. l/l) ♦ 

Beinr convinced that each country/- L'::ust ::.ahe its. ovni contribution to the cause 
of maintainin;;^ and consolidP.tin{^. peace, the Roi:anian 3overnr.:ent had alread^^ proposed 
in 1957 the/o e.n agreenent should be reached aconr; the States of the Balhan area. The 
Ronanian People's Republic has been and is striving to turn this area into e. region 
■of pea.ce and co-opere.tion. It is obvious the/t the conclusion of a tre?.ty of nutual 
understanding and security, in order to turn t2;:e halhan area into a, zone of peace, 
free of nuclee.r weapons, forei£-n r.ilitary bases and launching p-ads, would Lieet in 
the highest de£;,'ree the interests of all the peoples of thcat aree;. .and v^-ould contribute 
to the inprovenent of the international situa.tion e.s a whole. 

The Rona^nian dele^sition is also in fervour of the conclusion of a non-agh^'^ession 
pact between the States which a,re r.ieivhers of the Uorth Atlantic Treaty Crpanize.tion 
and those TDarticiDatin,^; in the "Tarsaw Pact, 
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7/e at-bach a particular iLportancs to the cessation of nuclear weapon tests. 
As Yre have repeatedly e-p-hasized, the Romanian Groverni;:ent stands for the i:'-r.:ediate 
cessation of nuclear weapon tests in all environi::ents, oy all States and for ever. 

The recent debates on this issue ths,t took place in the United Nations General 
Assembly have cast a spotlight on the urcency of this measure j on the possibility 
of its inplei-entaticn and on the narrowing of the ^ap betvfeen the respective 
positions ♦ Tr.e interests of the entire huiTaan race, the interests of international 
peace and security, as reflected in the recent debates of the United Nations 
General Asserhly, demand the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests; irrespective 
of the environnent in which they are carried out, 

Tfhat mankind is asking for is the halting of the armaments race, the halting 
of the process of perfecting nuclear weapons, the dininishing of tension in the 
world, the strengthening of international security. Obviously, the cessation of 
nuclear weapon tests in certain environments only does- not answer those reauirements. 
In fact, if the possibility is left open for the continuation of underground tests, 
the arnanents race and the iir^rover.ent of nuclear weapons will continue, with all 
the risks this entails for peace and international security. New efforts r.:ust be 
made in order to overcone the last obstacles which still prevent us from reaching 
agreement and from fulfilling the resolution of the United Nations General Assembly 
(1762 A (XVII)) that after 1 January 1963 no more nuclear weapon tests should take 

place. 

At our last meeting opinions were voiced and suggestions were made regarding 
the in:iprovement of the procedure of cur work, '^o our rlnd^ our procedure 
regulations are quite satisfactory. Of course Y^e, too, thinl: it advisable that, 
besides official contacts, the teclniio_ue of unofficial contacts also should be 
used between the co^Chairmen as well as between other representatives. 

It is essential however that in the framework of the official meetings, and 
equally during our unofficial contacts, we should all be. guided by the endeavour 
to reach an agreement acceptable to all parties. To find such solutions good will 
and realism are required from all o:.' us. 

On 7 November 1962, vmile the Caribbean crisis was still going on, the 
President of the State Council of the Eomanian People's Republic, Gheorghe 
Gheorghiu-Dej, m.ade.the following statem.ents 



E1E)C/PV.84 
11 
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''We are of the opinion that State leaders must show wisdom, patience and 
perseverance in order to solve by way of negotiations all existing differences". 
These are the thoughts which will guide the activity of the Romanian delegation 
throughout our negotiations. The Romanian delegation wishes all the members of this 
Committee wisdom, patience and perseverance in ord-er to reach the goal of .general 
and complete dasarmament. 

Permit me, I/ir. Chairman^ before I conclude, to welcome on behalf of the Romanian 
delegation, the presence among us of the representative of Burma, Ambassador U Tun Shein, 
and of the representative of Czechoslovakia, Deputy -Minister Karel Kurka, with our 
good, wishes for great success in their mission. 

Iv ir. ED BERG (S^veden): During the many yee^rs in which the question of the 
cessation of nuclear tests has been discussed.^ we have witnessed a strange shifting 
of positions — retreats hy one of the sides or hy both in face of a threatened 
breakdown in the negotiations: an introduction of conditions, apparently unacceptable 
to the other side from the outset, in face of a "threa^tening" agreement. 

Today, such o.n approach should no longer be possible. The assa^ults carried 
out during the la,st year against man's health, mind and nerves have made it clear that 
nuclear testing more than anything else is the acute, universal evil v/ith which we 
have to deal right now. The General Assembly of the United Nations has, with profound 
justification, asked that this matter should be given absolute priority during our 
continued deliberations here in Geneva. 

'S'lhen I venture to intervene in this general debate, I therefore intend to confine 
myself to the question of a nuclear test be.n, which, as the Acting Secretary -General 
pointed out in his message to the resumed Conference, must be regarded as "the 
indispensable first step to general and complete disarmament", ( Er-E)C/FV.83, v. 5) 

If we look at the situation today we can obser^^e many facts which, more than 
ever, ought to accelerate a,nd facilitate our efforts to reach an agreement. Let me 
point out some of these facts. 

First of all, it should be emphasized that the positions of the two sides have 
been brought considerably closer to each other since we took our seats around this 
table last spring. East and West have now agreed that it is possible to ban all 
tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water without an international 
machinery of verification. This is essential, since those are the tests most dangerous 
to mean's life and well-being. 
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ThuS; the whole problem of an agreement regarding the discontinuance of. nuclear 
tests has, in fact, been reduced to the question of underground tests. However 
important those underground tests may be, they nevertheless do represent only the 
snaller part of the problem* At the same time, we are all aware that the key to a 
durable solution, banning all tests in all elements for all time, is to be sought 
hero V 

Here also the gap has become smaller. On the basis of the joint memorandum 
of the eight non-aligned States (Ei>3DC/28) the Western Powers have accepted a 
detection system' based upon nationally manned observation posts — something that 
they were originally opposed to. The Soviet Union, on the other hand, has 
accepted the idea of an international commission — an idea previously rejected 
by it* Also, with regard to the difficult question concerning on-site inspection, 
it seems that the positions have somewhat softened. A keen ear might have heard 
at least some indications of modification in the debate this autumn at the IMited 
Nations General Assembly. In this conne^iic:^ it is of intoxost to note the favourable 
reception given by the representatives of both sides to the proposal of an early 
cut-off date. Prime ivlinister Klirushchev could thus state quite accurately in 
one of his messages to President Kennedy at the beginning of November that the views 
of the Soviet Union and the United States of America regarding a discontinuance 
of nuclear tests "are very close to each other'\ At about the same time Prime 
ivlinister Macmillan declared: 

"The Western and Soviet positions do not appear to be far apart, though 

I must add that the small gulf has so far been unbridgeable!'.. 

My s.econd observation is that the United Nations General Assembly recently paid 
great attention to the nuclear tests problem and adopted two resolutions on the 
subject (1762 A and B (X\ril), see document ENDC/63)« Thus the United Nations General 
Assembly has adopted, by an overwhelining ma^jority, the thirty-seven Power resolution 
(1762 A (XVII)) which, without reservations, condemns all, nuclear tests and demands 
their immediate cessation, . and at the same time calls on the parties concerned, 
taking the eight -nation joint memorandum (ENDC/28) as a ba^sis, to enter into an 
immediate agreement prohibiting nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, under water 
and in outer space, accompanied by an interim arrangement to suspend all underground 
tests with adequate assurances for effective detection and identification of seismic 
events by an international scientific commission. 
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It is natural that this resolution contains stronger and more impelling 
language than any earlier resolution on this subject* It has to be regarded as 
an expression of v/orld-vride opinion which has grov/n nore and more restless and 
ii-ipatient and which, in spite of all previous appea^ls to the grea^t Powers, has 
witnessed still more poisonous mushroon clouds rise from nuclear explosions — 
explosions which, in times of peace, have released roughly 600 megatons of nuclear 
energy, or roughly about 200 tines the anount of diestructive energy released 
during the five years of the Seconds Tforld 7Jar« 

This resolution is far too serious to be allowed to bccoi'.:e tlio object of 
sophisticated disputes of interpretation ♦ Such disputes would be derisory to 
the hundreds of millions of human beings who stand behind this document. If one 
looks at the resolution as a v/hole — and: it should and must be read as a whole — 
its purport is crystal clear • The first section contains a moral and humanitarian 
appeal from the non-nuclear nations who have never recognized any right of the 
nuclear Powers to expose the environment of this ea^rth to hazards. Behind this 
is the most ardient desire to achieve a quich ending of all nuclear tests, preferably 
before the end of this yearp 

The second section of the resolution (1762 B (XVIl)) urgently asks for a binding 
agreement which ca-n free the world from continued nuclear tests for all time* The 
majority of the supporters of this resolution do not attach groat importance to the 
formula for such an agreement: the main thing is that it should be effective and 
complied' watho The details and modalities are left to this Conference — and^ first 
of all, to the nuclear Pov/ers them.selves -- to v/ork out ♦ This part of the resolution 
contains, above' all, a strong endorsem.ent and massive support of the eight -Power 
joint m.emorandura (EMDC/28) as an instrument with which to reach. agToement, Therefore, 
Y^e think that the non-alig?ied members of this Conference can return to this table 
after the recess conscious that they co.n speak in tlio name of an overwhelming and 
world--wide public opinion, 

A third fact tho.t should be recalled is the report, filled with facts, submitted 
this autumn by the United Nations Scientific Conraittee on the Effects of Atomic 
Rat^iation, a committee in v/hich several of our most prominent experts on radiation 
have Deen representedi. That report contains a very serious v.^arning, expressed 
in strict and scientific language, against continued nuclear v.^eapon. tests . Nobody 
can indifferently pass over the Committee ^ s remark that: 
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"the effects of any increase in radiation exposure may not be fully 
manifested for several decades in the case of somatic disease, and 
for many generOvtions in the case of ^cenetic damage'^ ( a/5216, p araj ^rraph 51) , 
The conclusion of the report speaks to us in no uncertain terms: 
"The Committee therefore emphasizes the need, that all forms of unnecessary 
radia,tion exposure should be minimized or avoided entirel^^, particularly 
when the exposure of large populations is entailed, ,•. As there are 
no effective measures to prevent the occurrence of harmful effects of 
global radioactive contamination from nuclear explosions, the achievement 
of a final cessation of nuclear tests would benefit present and future 
generations of manliind/' (i bid>^ po.ra,c;rap h 52) ^ 

Also outside the United Na^tions radiation coinmittee a series of warnings have 
been voiced. The well-knoVx'nL Nobel prize winner. I/lr. Linus Pauling, recently 
declared that, according to his estimates, 16 million children in the generations 
to come will die at birth or be born with scriouo defects because of the tests 
carried out until now* Even though all such estimates must of necessity be 
uncertain approximations, the scientists seem to agree that one cannot exclude the 
fact that the tests already cr.rried out will have harmful consequences for millions 
of human beings not yet born. More tests will continually increase the risks • 

A fourth element of significance is the technical developm.ent in the field 
of seismology which may have opened up certain new vistas. 

Before adjourning at the beginning of September we were informed that Projects 
Vela and Orpheus had indicated that considerable progress had been m*ade as regards 
long range detection • It seemed .to imply that; however large a country may be, 
it is possible to detect, from outside its borders, nuclear explosions and 
earthquakes of a corresponding size by. means of adyancec* instrui'.ientation. Certainly, 
detection is not equal to identif icationc But it wo.s apparently concluded that 
deception had been rendered more difficult through the possibility of registering 
every phenomenon in many countries • 

The Soviet Union and United States -scientists who participated in the Pugwash 
Conference in London at the beginning of September, although proceeding along 
other lines, arrived at a similar conclusion, which was embodied in a common 
statement that attracted a great deal of attention^ Both the Eastern and Western 
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scientists had made the proposal of the eif>:ht non-aligned States their point 
of departure. On the basis of this proposal they examined the possibility of 
developing a systen 

^'in such a y/ca^ as to provide a minina.1 interference Y/ith the host 
country^ and still obtain a mo^xinum amount of completely objective 
seismic information for the International Control Commission so that 
it will substantially reduce the number of necessary on-site 
inspections" (Eiroc/66^ _P/A^ ' 

In the operative part of their resolution these scientists — three from the 
United States and three from the Soviet Union — proposed that automatic recording 
stations^ so-called "black boxes", should be used. These should be sealed in such a 
\ro.y that they could not be tam.pered with^ and they v/ould be self-contained. The 
instruments should be periodically returned, to the international commission for 
inspection, replacement, repair, and so on. There should be a sufficient number of 
stations to x>^3:mit of seismic events being recorded on many instrur.ients . The sealed 
automatic seismographs to be placed in the Soviet Union could, be manufactured in 
the United. States, and vice versa > 

The United States and Soviet Union scientists at the Pugv/a.v;h Conference 
concluded, their common document with the fcllowi;:ig words: 

"I'/'e think a system developed aloAig these lines m.ay provide a large enough 
mass of objective seismic data so the.t the International Control Commission 
Y/ill need to request yexy few on-site inspections* If this is true, it 
may provide a new basis for negotiations in the Geneva discussions and 
ease the problem: of resolving the cn-'site inspection issue/' ( ibid*^ p.2 )^ 
Simdlar ideas have- been brought forvAard fro.m. other quarters, inter" alia^ by two 
prominent seismologists at Harvard University who, departing fror:: the eight-Power 
plan, and the Pugv/ash Conference, have develcx^ed a s3''stem for utilizing the "black 
boxes". Although such automatic stations are not capable of ione hundred ner cent 
identification, they may rec^^uce the nui;]ber of events which ce.nnot be identified with 
a certain degree of accuracy. These "black boxes" do not per se^ solve all problems. 
Ho\7ever, they may be a rather useful complementa-ry device. For under water stations 
in the deev sea they seem, to be the only possibility'-. 

The question of inspection that up to now has been our stum.bling block has 
not been remaoved from^ our a,genda by the achievements made so far in the field of 
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seismology. But the cumulative effect oi' these improvement s* hcis simplified the 
problem both as to control, ^♦;hich has "oeoii so strongly emphasized by one side, ".nd 
as to the 3°.f eguarding of national security, which has been put in the foreground 
by the other side . 

A fifth significant element when we now rcsur.ie our debate is the existence at 
present of a factual discontinuation of tests in the atm.osphere* Both the United 
States and the Soviet Union have recently concluded their extensive series of tests • 
Cur deliberations in this conference room need no longer be conducted against the 
irritating background music of nuclear explosions in the East and. the West, The 
silence that has fallen o^^er the testing grounds on Nova^^-a Zemlya and in the 
Pacific Ocean should prcn.ote sincerity and detente in our negotiations • Providing 
that restraint is also exercised with regard to underground tests it would seem 
that we are entering a period Y/hen testing has, in fact, ceased. It is certainly 
our right to expect that this will be more than a passing period: that the 
sudden silence over the testing gruuiid;^ ^hLvll bt? as^Ci oo hammer out a treaty that 
will, outlaw tests in all environments for all time. 

Finally, there have been recently certain happenings in the international 
arena that should have contributed to creating a more favourable political 
atmosphere for our discussions. We are all very conscious of hoY^ close we were 
to the fateful threshold not long ago, e.nd how fraught with momentous consequences 
even c. minor incautious step or miscalculation could have been CLuring those days. 
However, at the same time, we felt relieved to note a responsible desire to solve 
a difficult problem before the fatal circle had been inexorn^bly closed. Both 
these aspects snould, I thini^, be useful to our work here. 

All these elements which 1 have permitted myself to mention — the increased 
and more impatient pressure of world opinion, the warnings of the scientists, the 
ne\7 technical achievements, the factual discontinuation of the tests v/hich we now 
have, and the conclusions which we should, be entitled to draw from recent 
events — ought to facilitate our negotiations and expedite the reaching of an 
agTceeraent. The real differences between the two. parties are no\r so small that they 
would not justify the two Powers ignoring Y/orld opinion by not taking advantage of 
this situation to secure an effective o.nCi. pei'm.anent agreement. 

The General Assembly has requested a new report oh this matter by 10 December, 
This gives us no time for exercises in polemics,, but time only for work — work in 
a sincere sDirit to reach concrete results. 
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Thus, what we siiould do today is to find r. suitable point of departure for such 
constructive work* This should be looked for, in the first instance, in a field 
where there is a wide area of agreement between the parties. 

If we study the verbatim records of the Conference and of its Sub-Cominittee -- 
and also of the meeting's of the Sub-Comnittee during the recess — y/o find an evident 
conformity of views on the scientific coouission vfhich is to be the heart and 
nerve centre of the control system. It is true that, so far, there has been no 
detailed discussion with regard to the size and composition of a commission. It is 
true also that there are different views on the question of inspection. But apart 
from that there is a wide area of agreement in principle as to the functions of the 
corxiission as indicated in the memorandum of the non-aligned countries (ENDC/28) . 
It should therefore be possible to establish a coi^iinission with those functions 
on which the parties can reach a preliminary agreement without av^aiting the final 
drafting and entry into force of a comjprehensive agreement. 

This idea is not new. 1^ delegation has touched upon it earlier on several 
occasions. I refer to statements at the plenary meetings on 8 June (E]\iDC/PV.53) , 
on 1 August (ET]DC/f7,64) and on 31 August (SIIDC/F/,?? ) • 'ITith permission, I shall 
quote a few words froni my sta^tement of 31 August: 

'T/ould it not be worthwhile to consider now the establisliment, at 
least on an interiir. basis, of the commission proposed in the eight-Power 
memorandum, about which the Parties are in r.greemcnt, with, as a first 
task, the scientific exeim.ination of the question of how a control system 
should be organized? 17e believe that that would extend the area of 
agreement and thereby also facilitate our endeavours to arrive at a 
permanent test ban treaty," JENDC /l?Y ,77 , :3,32) 

At that time the idea was strongly endorsed inter alia b3'^ the delegations of 
Burma, Mexico and the United Arab Republic, It was further elaborated in a statement 
on behalf of the Swedish delegation by LIrs. Alva I.Vrdal when the test ban question 
was discussed in the Pirst Committee of the United Nations, Similar views were then 
also expressed by inter alia Canada, Cyprus, Norway, Yugoslavia and New Zealand, 

I'/hen my delegation now reverts to this question our intention is to give that 
idea a more definite form than in our earlier interventions at this Conference. 
i7e consider that the time has now come directly to request the nuclear Powers 
inimodiately and without av/aiting the elaboration of a comprehensive agreement to 
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call in a panel of scientists from different ccimtries, especially seismologists, 
leaving it to this panel to act for the tine beinr as an interim conmission. 

It is indeed difficult to see how we shall be able to coraply with the task 
which has been assig-ned to us by the United Nations General Assenbly without some 
arrangement of that kind. As I have just recalled, the United llations resolution 
has two parts: first, a request that all nuclear weapon tests should cease 
ii— ediately, and not later than 1 January 1963 1 and, secondly, a demanc". that a 
final agreement banning all tests above the earth's crust should be workect out, 
accompanied by an interim arrangement suspending all underrround tests. These two 
parts are inter-related and complementary; but they need to be cemented topether. 
A panel of scientists entrusted with such authority that it could serve as an interim 
commission would be a linli and a joining medium. 

The situation when vre parted in Septoraber was that both sides were prepared to 
enter into a final arrangement banninr; the most spectacular and dan-erous tests. A 
condition of the Soviet Union was, however, that an understanding should be reached 
simultaneously to refrain from underground tests. The lyestern Powers replied that 
they could not accept an uncontrolled moratorium. Did these opposite views mean that 
the road had been blocked? Were we again in the well-known situation where each of 
the parties made conditions unacceptable to the other side when an agreement seemed 
"threateningly" close? -.Te refused to accept such a conclusion and we refuse to 
accept it today. We felt — and I permit myself to quote again from my statement of 

31 August — 

"... that there are still certain lines and combinations v/hich the nuclear 

Powers could and should carefully consider in a serious effort to find 

a comxicn platform." (EIg)C /FV.77. P. 36) 

llQ imagine that it should be possible to reach agreement on a moratorium on 
undorground tests limited in time while the' details of a comprehensive test ban 
agreement are being worked out. A tine limit seems realistic as it would hardly be 
technically possible to iron out a comprehensive agreement before 1 January, whereas, 
en the other hand, it would be unreasonable to have this work going on ad calendas 
uraeca^. The vacuum between the positions of the two parties could, during such a 
p3-ovisional cessation of tests, be filled by the proposed scientific panel acting 
as an interim commission. 
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Probably such a panel should be given a direct mandate by the Eighteen Nation 
Conference. But it would be an advantage if the nomination of scientists from 
different countries could be made by some independent, purely scientific and non- 
political institution, such as the International Committee of Geophysics, 

ouch a panel would be of value by providing the Conference, and in the first 
place its nuclear Sub-Committee, with technical and scientific information a,nd 
certain investigations. In view of what I have already said, it is, however, our 
opinion tliat its tasks should by no means be limited to such preparatory studies. 

The panel should, under the auspices of the Conference and in co-operation with 
the 3ub-Committee, be able to start building up the whole international machinery. 
It should be of essential importance in the teclinical elaboration of the deitection 
system and the data exchange,, It should be able to provide practical, valua,ble 
experience for the construction and detailed functioning of a more permanent 
commission. Here as in so many other fields of life there is certainly truth in 
the words of L'irabeau that a journey seems different to a man who makes it in 
reality from what it seems to one who undertakes his travels on a map* 

In order that the panel should be able to act as an interim commission, it 
should be explicitly entrusted with certain basic functions which the eight-Power 
memorandum has envisaged for the permanent commission and en which there is 
agreem.ent between both sides • Above all this is the case with the scientific 
and non-political evaluation of data from already existing — and to a great extent 
also co-operating — national observation posts. 

In T)^^<^tice the functioning of such a system would mean that the measuring a.nd 
detection of relevant geophysical phenomena would be carried out, just as now, by 
different national observation posts and that the data recorded, more or less 
processed, would be distributed to all interested research institutes throughout 
the world. Until the site for a permanent commission had oeen agreed upon, one of 
the existing research institutes — in this connexion I may refer to the da,ta 
centres, for instance, in Xew and in Strasbourg — could serve an interiirx commission 
and be responsible for the. necessary processing and interpretation of the -naterial 
received. 

It would be for the commission to judge the material from a test ban point of 
view and to consider the character of relevant data and the need for further 
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information. ouch a system would rneen that. only the small group of persons of 
which the interira commission would consist, together with a computation group, would 
be concerned with the test ban question itself. a11 the other personnel within 
the observation network and the research institutes would work for other purposes 
and would not have to think at all of the test ban as such. 

To be able to fulfil its functions the interim commission must be furnished 
with modern electronic equipment for processing data and be able .to rely upon speedy 
communications,' The organization of the meteorological data exchange could serve 
as a model. In fact this is the first point where there v,-ould be any substantial 
costs for t;.7.e provisional organization. -/hether these should be carried by the 
parties concerned or through internationally available means might be a question 
for negotiation. In any case the expenses would be small compared to the costs 

of the nuclear tests. 

It would certainly be of interest if the interim commission, for its comparative 
studies, could be supplied with the geophysical records of the past two years, when 
a number of man-made underground explosions were carried out and recorded. 

It should once more be emphasized that what I have tried to outline here refers 
only to an interim organization designed to fill a vacuum in connexion with a 
provisional and time-limited ban on underground tests. But at the same time it is 
evident that whatever road we choose, if we start our journey tomorrow or much 
later, we must start from certain provisional and temporary conditions. 

Sven if we could sign a final text tomorrow, that would not mean that we 
received the organization ready-made. It would not be born as Pallas ..thena. 
suddenly springing out of t.e head of Juniter. 7ith all respect for ..,y distinguished 
colleagues hire, I do not think that :^ one of thorn, not oven among t::ose 
representing the great Powers, considers himself in a position to compete with the 
gods of Olympus. ,2ven under the -.Testern pronos..! for a comprehensive agreement . 
0i:NUC/53) there would be a certain provisional stage before the system had been 
built un. .ccording to the experts' proposal of 1958 (.£-/i:VC/28) a building-up 
period of several years was envisaged. The iestern dr.ft of 27 .mgust this year 
implies that the control machinery could not start .[unctioain,:^ until ..t host six 
to twelve months after the entry ir.to force of nn agreement. 
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Under such circumstances it is difficult to see that any well-founded objections 
could be made against a time-limited moratorium during which a scientific panel 
acting as an interim commission would start building up the central control 
machinery. The advantages of such an arrangement seem obvious <» Valuable 
experience could be gained while the elaboration of the agreement went on; a 
considerable amount of preparatory work would have been carried out once the 
agreement came into force; and no more time would be wasted. It would, at the 
same time, greatly reduce the risk which the ¥estern nuclear Powers believe to be 
inherent in a so-called uncontrolled moratorium, because there would be the amount 
of control that it is possible to achieve step by step in the course of a building- 
up period, 

I have not spoken about verification in loco under a provisional test ba^n* 
It is natural that if the great Powers undertake to refrain during a certain 
time from all underground tests without having built up a control system legally 
inscribed in an agreement such verifications can only take place in casu . The 
Swedish Foreign Minister, IJr, Torsten Nilsson, touched upon this in his statement 
in the First Committee of the United Nations General Assembly on 19 October last. 
After having recalled that there are different possibilities for bridging the 
rem.aining controversies in the control question, and after he.ving pointed to the 
possibilities of a time limited moratorium while waiting for, inter alia , the 
further development of seismological instrumentation, he stated: 

''It would also be possible to provide guarantees against the misuse of the 
obligation to subject oneself to a certain degree of inspection in such a v/ay 
that a group of eminent scientists from politiceilly independent countries 
could be entrusted with the tas?cc of deciding, on a purely scientific and 
teclinical basis, if an inspection was necessary in order to establish the 
nature of earth tremor", (a/C, 1/PV,1232, -p,22 ) 

It is clear that if possibilities were opened for a scientific panel to make 
observatioxis on the spot by ca team specially assigned for that task, in case of 
doubt as to the origin of a recorded seismic event, this would be of great value 
from many points of view. It seems to me that the interpretation of the often- 
quoted statement of i/'r, Kuznetsov in this Cortference on 17 August last (jJilDC/PV, 7l) 
could well be that the Soviet side does not object to the opening up of such a 
possibility. 
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The esto-blishraent of a provisional comraission of the kind I have tried to 
outline would mean the inxole mentation of the recommendation of the General j-.ssembly 
to the nuclear Pov^ers about p.n interim agreement suspending all underground tests • 
It would comply with the demand that such an interim arrangement should include 
adequate assurances for effective detection and identification of seismic events 
by an international scientific commission. Consequently j it would also mJse it 
possible for the nuclear Powers — in accordance with the request of the G-eneral 
Assembly — to enter into an immediate agreement prohibiting nuclear weapon tests 
in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water. 

Finally? it should perhaps be emphasized that a provisional arrangement under 
a temporary ban on underground tests, as asked for in paragraph 6 of the thirty- 
seven Power resolution, would in no way prejudice the final shape of a test ban 
agreement. 

K scientific panel acting as an interim commission could give valuable practical 
experience but would not forestall the final organization, the elaboration of which 
would remain the task of the Conference and .in the first place of the nuclear Powers. 

I h^,ve here — just as earlier when we have discussed a permanent agreement 
been anxious to emphasize strongly the purely scientific and non-political character 
of an international monitoring machineryo For the Swedish delegation this is 
essential. Scientists have shown a remarkable ability to co-operate across all 
national and ideological frontiers and to find out the scientifically objective 
truth even in cases where the basic material has been incom.plete or pre-arranged. 
'7e must count upon science working and analysing objectively as our foremost ally. 

A scientific panel with the tasks I have outlined here could be very useful 
and valuable during the difficult interim stage when an international machinery 
is to be set up. As to planning in the longer run, we should be able to take 
advantage of the developments now taking place in the seismological field. In 
international seismological circles a proposal has recently been put forward that 
a world centre should be established at which data should be collected from 
fifteen regional centres together covering the whole globe. This proposal is very 
much in line with an Economic and Social Council resolution (912 OCSIV)) v/hich was 
considered oy the General Assembly this autumn, aiming at more effective international 
co-operation in the field of seismological research. Its main purpose is to create 
a readiness against damages caused by earthquakes, and tsunamis — seismic sea 
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But such an organization is also of extreme interest in connexion v/ith 
possible Rian-made explosions. To us vrho, just like the other non-aligned 
delegations e.t this Conference, have maintained that instead of buildin^^ up an 
expensive separate monitoring system one should basically rely on the normal 
exchange of data motivated by scientific fervour and free from political side-glances, 
such a proposal seems alm.ost like the answer to a prayer. 

The extension of international scientific co-operation in this field should be 
stimule:.ted and accelerated. It will nevertheless be a somev^hat time-consuming 
process. This also spesiks in favour of a provisional arrangement. 

Above all, however, we have to explore the. situation in which we find ourselves 
at present. A heavy responsibility rests here on four countries, three of vrhich are 
represented around this table while the fourth is unfortunately not occupying a seat 
and not fulfilling its obligations here. It is those four Powers, and they alone, 
which have continued nuclear testing in. spite of the alarm which it has caused all 
over the world. It is high tim.e that they listened to the anguished voices of the 
billions of people living beyond their frontiers. 

There are also voices of warning within their own countries. I recently read 
a statement — it happened to be by a Soviet expert though it might just as well 
have been by one of the scientists in the '^est. The statement was reproduced in 
The Sci entific World; Journal of the l^orld Federation of ocientific '.Workers , and 
rep,dst 

"7e must clearly understand that if testing of nuclear bombs is continued 

to a XDoint where the danger deriving from them is only too obvious to everyone, 

it , >yill be too late . " 

If we do not act very soon it might be too late because we do not 'rinow how long 
the favourable circumstances will last which n6w seem to facilitate an agreement. 
Too late because without a binding agreement we cannot feel sure that tests may not 
be resumed. Too late also because new countries may then enter the "atomic club" 
and complicate the issue still furth^r^ 

History, vrhich to a great extent is a graveyard of lost opportimities, has 
much to teach us about the role of psychological moments. It may be that we have 
just noYr such a psychological opportunity to remove the threat which hangs over 
mankind. 
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Li% IvURICa (Czechoslovakia) ( translation from Russian ): As I am speaking 
in the Conniittee for the first time 5 I consider it my duty to thaak the 
representative of the ooviet Union mio, as Chairman of the last meeting, welcomed 
those of us who were taking part in the work of the Committee for the first time* 
I should also like to express my thanks to all my other colleagues who associated 
themselves with the kind words of the Chairman, including the representative of the 
United Ilin^^dom who T^-elcomed us in his ovm way, linking our presence with certain 
hopes regarding the added wisdom of the Committee, Speaking frankly, we have not 
the slightest doubt about the wisdom of all the members of this Committee, including 
Iv'ir, Godber vrhom we know very well from the days in New York* It seems to me that 
the problem of the success of our efforts lies not only in the collective wisdom 
of our Committee but r.bove all in the sense of responsibility and goodwill of the 
parties concerned. It is to this aspect of our efforts that almost all the 
previous speakers have drawn attention. In the general debate that has taken place 
so far it is characteristic that almost all the delegates have quite rightly pointed 
out the fact that the recent serious crisis in the Caribbean area has emphasized 
once again the utmost urgency of the task which this Committee is called upon to 
accomplish* The correctness of the conclusion contained in the resolution adopted 
at the fourteenth session of the General Assembly of the United Nations that the 
question of general and complete disarmament is the most important one facing the 
world today, has been fully confirmed. These recent events 'during which the 
world was on the brink of a nuclear missile war have emphasized very forcibly the 
urgent need to solve the problem of disarmament and have thereby increased the 
responsibility of our Committee^ Thanks to the consistent peace-loving policy of 
the Soviet Union it was possible to transfer the solution of the crisis to the 
sphere of negotiations. This fact is, in our opinion, an encouraging factor a,lso 
in the further work ox the Eighteen Nation Committee. Today no one can deny any- 
longer the.t the danger of a nuclear war is the greatest threat to the peoples of the 
whole world. For this reason the Coi^imittee' s main attention must be directed 
precisely tovfards eliminating this danger. 7e are convinced that the first priority 
task of the Committee is to achieve agreement on measures, the implementation of 
which in the first stage of general and complete disarmament would substantially 
eliminate the threat of nuclear war. Together with the delegations of other 
socialist countries, we have maintained this point of view since the very beginning 



MD0/7V.84 
25 



(l-iJ-ls- I^-urka , Cz e cho s 1 oy ck i c.. ) 



of the vTorli of the Comniittee. This is the fundaiDental prerxise on which the Goriet 
Union's draft treaty on general and complete disarmament under strict intern^.t^onal 
control (iiIiIDC/2/Rev. l) is based. The implementation of the radical measurovj 
proposed for the first stage of general and complete disarmament, that is the 
eliminc.tion of nuclear weapon delivery vehicles together with the elimination of 
foreign bases on alien territories and the withdrawal of armed forces from tho 
territories of other States would reliably ensure the achievement of this air.u 
The Committee has been considering these measures since the tim9 it was first sot 
up. However J it has so far not been possible to achieve the desired progress in 
this fundamental question, since in the p?.st the representr.tives of the "7est have 
systematically declined to P.dopt radical measures which would preclude the possibility 
of an outbreak of nuclear war. The ab;i:ence of a readiness on the part of the 
"^/estern Powers to come to a reasonable agreement has had the result that consider-- 
ation hy the Committee of the question of genere.land complete disarmament is virtuall;;.' 
at a standstill. 

The seriousness of the situation which has arisen and the urgent need to take 
effective meaisures to reduce the danger of nuclear war require that all of us should 
exert the utmost efforts to overcome the obstacles which prevent us from, achieving 
progress in the negotiations, 

Ii. accordance with the rosalution adopted at the seventeenth session of the ' 
General Assembly of the United Nations--! am referring to resolution 1767 (ZTll) — 
we must set about our work with the determination to achieve a rea,sonable compromise. 
Only on this basis is it possible to. achieve real progress in solving the question 
of general and complete disarmament .as well as on other problems which are under 
consideration by the Committee, 

To reach agreement on such a difficult and complex question as that of 
general and complete disarmament, which closely affects the security of States, 
is undoubtedly no simple matter. l.s I have already said, it requires that all 
participants in the negotiations should display sufficient goodwill,, boldness and 
determination to satisfy the insistent demands of all the peoples in regs^rd to 
eliminating the threat of war and ensuring peace and security throughout the 
world. 
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Furthermore; it requires patient efforts aimed at seeking out mutually- 
acceptable solutions in order to achieve progress in our negotiations. The 
delegations ex the socialist countries are systematicraly guided by this point 
of view in their activities* 

In this connexion; I should like once more to draw attention to the changes 
which the Gjvernment of the Soviet Union, in agreement with the socialist countries, 
has made in its original draft treaty on general and complete disarmament in order 
to meet the position of the VJestern countries. The Government of the Soviet Union 
expressed its readiness to agree to a lengthening of the period for the implementa- 
tion of general a,nd complete disarmament both as a v^hole and in the first stage. 
It met the position of the 7estern Powers also in regard to determining the levels 
to v/hich the ariued forces of the Soviet Union and the United States should be 
reduced in the first stage of disa.rma,oent . The Government of the Soviet Union 
also agreed that the process of eliminating conventional armaments should be 
carried out by way of a percentage reduction, a?< desired by the "Jestern Powers, 
As regards measures to reduce the danger of outbreaii of war^ the Soviet Union has 
included in its draft treaty several provisions which take into account the 
proposals of the 'Jestern ?o\7ers on this question. In regard to the elimination 
of nuclear wea^>::ns the socialist countries hare emphasized their readiness to 
carry out the necessary measures in the first stage^ if the 7festern Powers agree 

to this . 

And finally, as is v/ell~known; in September this year the iiinister of Foreign 
Affairs of the Soviet Union, i'-T. Gromyko, announced at the seventeenth session of 
the General Assembly of the United iJations that, in a desire to achieve progress 
in the negotiations on general and complete disarmament, the Government of the 
Soviet Union had taken a further importcint step in respect of the elimination of 
nuclear weapon delivery vehicles* It agreed that the Soviet Union and the United 
States should retain a strictly limited agreed number of intercontinental missiles^ 
anti-missile missiles and ant i-. aire raft missiles in the "ground'-to--air" category, 
which would be located exclusively on their respective territories' and which would 
be destroyed only in the second stage of general and complete disarmament, after 
the elimination of all nuclear weapons. 
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"<Ie regard this step of the Soviet Government as further evidence of its 
sincere desire to arrive at a mutually acceptable solution. It would be soriething 
we would welcome, if the 7festern Powers showed the same flexibility, goodv/ill and 
readiness to come to an agreement as the Soviet Union has done. 

It can be noted, however, that on the basic questions the -Testern Powers are 
still clinging to their old positions and I should like to say quite franlily that 
in this regard the statements made by the representatives of the United States, the 
United Kingdom and Italy at our last meeting gave us very little hope* It was 
just as though there had been no recent international crisis or insistent demand 
of world opinion for the earliest possible implementation of general and complete 
disarmament. It was just as though there had been no debate on disarmament at 
the seventeenth session of the General Assembly of the United ilations, the result 
of which was the adoption of resolution 1767 (XVIl) calling for the ^^conclusion 
at the earliest possible date, of an agreement on general and complete disari^ament" , 

Our Western colleagues have submitted no new proposals on the probleras of 
general and complete disarmament, v/hich were and remain our main task, but, on 
the contrary, in their statements they have directed their main attention to 
everything else except general and complete disarmament. 

I should like to stress the fact that we are not belittling the importance of 
the questions touched on z-y the ^.'estern representatives. In our opinion, however, 
at the present time we should concentrate all our forces on the basic problem 
which affects the vital interests of manliind, namely, the problem of eliminating 
the threat of nuclear war. 

In their statements at our last neeting, the delegations of the United Gtr/bes, 
the United kingdom and Italy reaffirmed their determination to achieve progress in 
the matter of disarmament. ¥e welcome those statements. At the same time, I 
should like to say quite frankly that other arguments which -we hear today in the 
"i-^est and which are utterly contrary to the interests of disarmament cannot bu^ 
cause us to have misgivings. I am referring to certain information which is being 
published in connexion with the forthcoming meeting of MTO in Paris. As part of 
the preparation for this meeting, we hear of plans for increasing the war potential 
of the 7/est in central 3urope, for deploying a • substantial nujiiber of units along the 
line of contact between the forces of UATC and those of the T^arsav/ Pact in accordance 
with the so-called ''forward strategy^'. In this connexion we hear statements about 
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the' need to act from a ^'position of strength" . As regards the federal Republic 
of Germany^ there is the annoxinced intention to continue increasing the strength 
of the Bundesi/ehr^ as well as to use so-called tactical atomic vreaponsp I feel 
bound to drav/ attention to all these reports in the 7Jestern press v/hich are causing 
us some apprehension. 

Y/hile emphasizing the urgency of .general and complete disarmament; we do not 
overlook the importance of reaching agreement on the immediate cessation of a,ll 
nuclear v/eapons tests. In our opinion, the most suitable compromise basis for 
achieving this purpose is still the memorandum of the eight non-aligned States 
(EInIDC/28). 

The development of events during the recent past has again confirmed tr^^o 
basic facts • The first fact is that the reaching of agreement does not depend 
on solving technical problems of control^ but first and foremost on political 
decisions, on the will to put an end once and for all to the nuclear armajnents- 
race* The second fact is that it has been confirmed; as has *..een repeatedly 
emphasized in the pastj, that we cannot ta^ie the path of half measures v/hich 
would not ensure the cessation of all tests. That would not only mean stopping 
half way; but; \70rse than that; under the guise of an alleged partial solution 
of the problem; it would mean leaving the door open for the continuation of the 
nuclear arms race* Therefore with e.ll respect we cannot agree with the viev/ 
of our colleague; I'-r. Cavalletti; who in his eloquent statement- at our last 
meeting spohe of the tremendous responsioility incurred by those delegations 
that would not agree to a partial cessation of tests. We consider that States 
would assxime Yexy much' greater responsibility if; by accepting a partial solution; 
they did in fact open up a^ possibilit5r for the continuation of the nuclea^r arms 
race with c:,ll the consequences deriving therefrom. llo, a partial solution will 
not bring us to our goal^ which remains the speediest possible achievement of an 
agreement on the unconditional cessation of all nuclear weapon tests. This fact 
has been pointed out repeatedly at the seventeenth session of the General Assembly 
and it must oe taken into consideration* This was expressed very clearly, for 
instance; by the representative of the Republic of l.ali in the Pirst Comumittee 
of the General Assembly when he said that a treaty on the partial cessation 
of tests would, merel^^ cha^nge the conditions of the competition which; instead of 
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taJi^ing place in the air or under water, v/ould be merely transferred underground. 
Yfha,t we desire^ he" said^ is a comprehensi-v e and complete treaty prohibiting a.11 
nuclear a,nd thermo-niiclear tests whether in the aire under water or underground 
(A/Ca/r\/"ol251; page 4): 

Pinally^ I should lilie to state '.vriej^ly our position in regard to concrete 
measures, the implementation of w!iich \70uld lead to a lessening of international 
tension and Y/-hich Y/ouid or ea/be more favourable conditions for the achievement of 
general and complete disarmament. ^'ur delegation has always paid g^eat attention 
to propose^ls which were really aimed at achieving this goal. '7e shall continue 
to do so in the future. 7e are m.ore convinced than ever that one of the most 
important and urgent measures for- lessening interna^tional tension and thus 
reducing the danger of outbreali of nuclear war ,vould be the creation of a nuclear- 
free zone in Central Europe* This heis also been proposed several times ""sj the 
Government of the Polish People^ s Republic in agreement with the Governments of 
the Czechoslovoli Socialist Repuolic e.nd the German Democratic Republic. The 
situation is that three out of the four States which the implementation of this 
most j.mportant measure would concern have already given their unconditional assent. 
Once again we have to note with regret that the Federal Republic of Germany a.lone 
is frustrating the implement?:,tion of -this useful proposal. This shows once again 
that, the Federal Republic of Germany is aiming; not at carrying out peaceful 
proposals, but at extending^ accelerating and intensifying its military ■^■'sio%i:^jok?,^s. 
The creation of nuclear-free zones in other regions of the v^orld as well would 
undoubtedly '::.^?tq a positive influence on the situa-tion in the world and would help 
to strengthen confidence in interneitional relations, as \70uld also the adoption 
of other cDncr.ete measures^ sucn aS; for instance, renunciation of the use of 
nuclear weapons , the signing of a non~aggressicn pact between the countries of 
the Warsaw Pact and. WATC/ and possibly other simila^r measures^ 

In conclusion, h'r-" Chairman^ I should like to assure you th?vt the Czechoslovait 
delegation/ in accordance with its Gov'-ornment ' s instructions, will do its utmost 
so that the worh of our Committee may be crovzned, at last, with success. Our 
people and oiir whole comj-iunity; like the peoTjles of the- whole world^ sincerely 
desire to bring about general and com.plete dise.rmament^ 

Permit me to express the hope and conviction that the forthcoming stage of 
the work of our Committee Y^ill make the progress v/e desire. Only in this wa^^ 
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can we justify the hopes placed upon us by the peoples of the world and only in 
this way Yd 11 our work be^ not a waste of time, but a contribution to the tasl: of 
ensuring peace and security throughout the world* 

I/Ir, 33AN (United States of America): I should like to malie just a fev',^ 
brief remarks on the ver37- interesting suggestions made this morning by the 
representative of Sv/eden vrith regard to a nuclear test ban treaty. All the menbers 
of this Conference v/ill recall that the United States and the United Kingdom have 
presented a draft comprehensive treaty^ which is before the Coni'erence as docuiiient 
El©C/58» That treaty, v/hich we presented on 27 August last, ^/ould ensure the 
cessation of £,11 nuclear tests in all environments for all time un.der effective 
international super\"ision and control. 

In a-ddition to tho/o comprehens?Lve treaty, in response to appeals made on 
humanitarian grounds by a number of representatives at this Conference, the United 
States and the United Kingdom proposed a partial tost ban treaty (El-IDC/59) which 
would ensure the ending of tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water, 
vdthout the need for additional measures of verif ication^ ?fe are prepared to sign 
that treaty immediately. '\Je should, of course, prefer to sign the compraiensive 
treaty banning all tests, and v/e are also prepared to sign that treaty imi'.iediately. 

The treaty 7mich Y^ould end all tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and 
under water would stop all further danger from radioactive debris from such tests 
and those dangers which many represente.tives here have desired should be eliminated 
would be in::-ediately terminated, '.jut, unf ortune.tely, the Soviet Union says ='110^'. 

lie believe that either of those treaties would, if signed, go far towards 
rea-ching our goal of an effective test ban. v/e have, of course, as is well kncv/n^ 
had most unfortunate experiences in the past with unilateral pledges or obligations 
to coase testing without effective international control. The last such 
arrangement, as all delega^tions will recall, was ended by the massive series of 
Soviet tests which began in the atmosphere in September 1961, and, if various 
conversations which Chairman Khrushchev has had with several persons are correctly 
reported in the ?ress, those Soviet tests apparently have not yet ended. .Te 
cannot repea,t that experience and accept unilateral pledges or obligations to 
cease testing without effective control. 
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The proposal made .':y -bhe delegation of Sweden includes some form of a 
moratorium arrangement;, although^ as I understood it from the verbatim record; it 
also takes into account paragraph 6 of the General Assembly resolution Y(o2L {'/!-Ill) 
V7hich, in effect, provides the.t any interim arrangement for the cessation of tests 
should include 

"adequate assurances for effective detection and identification of seismic 
events oy an international scieiitific coinmission^ '^ ( SlE)C/63, p. 3 ) 
In the absence of incontrovertible scientific evidence of the highest order 
to the contrary^ v/e continue to believe that the detection stations on various 
countries' territories and compulsory on-site inspection by the commission provide 
the most effective and objective method for both detecting and identifying seismic 
events.*.. • This is not a ■fiQ'^T position on the part of the United Stp.tes, It is one 
which we have constantly jjut forward. 

The United States for its part has "oeen s^enal'^ig a great many millions of 
dollars in an effort to improve the methods of detecting seismic events in order 
that we could arrive at a comprehensive treaty which would ban all tests in all 
environments. Hot only are we prepe.red to sign that treaty but, last year^ in 
August 1961 J we told our friends in the Soviet Union that we were prepa^red to 
remove the threshold. Tn-e United Sta^tes for its part has constantly endeavoured 
to advance this scientific area. v/e have m.ade public all of our scientific 
research and have invited comment from all over the world. "Je shall continue to 
conduct research in this field in an effort to advance the scope of scientific 
knowledge in this ?.rea of seism.ology. 

\Jq, are cuite prepared to sit dovTn together vrith scientists from the Soviet 
Union;, or with scientists of any countrie's, in order .to e.y.amine on a most ob^'ective 
basis anything that can be done to advance the field of scientific knovdedge in 
ttis sphere; and. if it appears to be useful, we are quite prepared to see if it 
can be used in the drafting of a comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty. 

Of course, we shall vdsh to study the precise v/ritten record of what the 
representative of Sweden has proposed^ and v/e shall reserve our right to comiuent 
later on vrhen we have been able to do that. Hov,^ever, any acceptaole arrangement 
must include those measures of effective international control necessary to ensure 
the observation of any agreement — including the necessary detection posts ?xn.d. 
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measures of on-site inspection of unidentified events, set up on an orderlj?- and 
x7ell-organized basis — in order that tlie entire public of the \70rld can have 
confidence in its results. 

It \vill be most helpful to us, in assessing and evaluating the Svredish 
representative's proposal^ to have any further clarification which he may feel 
able to give us v/ith respect to the means by which his proposal \70uld provide^ in 
accordance with General Assembly resolution 1762A {'uZill) ^ "adequate assurances for 
effective detection and identification of seismic events", including — as v/e still 
believe to be necessary for appropriate identification — on-site inspection during 
the period in which he has proposed all testing, including underground tests, 
should cease* 

I am sure that the representative of Sweden, and all the other representatives 
here, are fully aware of the stand the G-overnment of the United States takes against 
uninspected, uncontrolled, moratoria, and of our most unfortunate and unhappy 
experiences \n.th such uncontrolled moratoria* Nevertheless vre should like to thank 
the representative of Sweden for a most interesting contrioution* I can assure him 
and our fellow representatives that we shall give this matter the most careful 
consideration* 

The CZAi:i.aAN (United Arab P.epublic): Spec;::ing in my capacity as the 
representative of the United Arab P.epublic, may I begin by stating the satisfaction 
of my delegation at the resumption of the vrork of the Eighteen-ilation Disarmament 
Coi-nmittee, Furthermore, we must draw hope from the fact thr.t this round of te.lks 
begins immediately after the deliberations of the United Nations General Assembly 
on disarmament and nuclear tests — deliberations vmich have brought ne?/ elements to 
our study of those subjects* It may also be significant that this round of tal„is 
should begin on the heels of the recent world crisis, which impressed upon the 
v^hole world the urgency and the need for disarmament ♦ 

Inasmuch as the last recess of this Conference of two and a half months duration 
vras not a vacation, and inasmuch as those new elements were added to the picture, my 
delegation would ey.press the hopes that our talks here at Geneva should mark the 
oeginning of a new phase* ' They should be forward-looking and not a mere re-hash 
of oft repee/oed and well knov/n posit i-ns. The world did not stand still during 
these two and a half months, as scores of States have expressed their ideas during 



33 

( The Chairman^ United Arab Republic) 

the United Nations General Assembly debate on disarmament and nuclear tests. The 
United Nations General Assembly passed Imx^ortant resolutions affecting the course of 
our work here^ and it should be only natural and practical not to overlook the 
contributions of those months. 

As a small, non-aligned and non-^nuclear State ; the United Arab Republic is^ 
mindful of the fact that, \7hen it comes to disarmament negotiations;, the Yforld^ 
apart from the nuclear ?o\7ers^ has rightly claimed its role as a rery actively 
interested partner 'in the disarmament and test ban negotiations. These deliberations 
at the seventeenth session of the United Nations General Assembly have definitely 
shown this to be true, 'j}ae delegation of the United Arab Republic is therefore 
aware of its responsibility to the United Nations General Assembly and to world public 
opinion at largOo The representative of Sweden, Mr, Edberg, has eloquently expressed 
the feeling of, I dare say, all the eight non-aligned Member States of our Committee 
on this matter^ Yfe see value in the' directives of the United Nations General 
Assembly and in its mandate. 

If we turn our attention to the United Nations General Assembly's latest 
directives and resolutions ^70 will find foremost among them a general concern over 
the continuation of tests, and a recognition of the fact that public opinion every- 
where comdemns tests and demands their cessation immediately, and in any case not ia"oer 
than 1 January 1963 ~ an aclmowledgment of the fact that their continuation increases 
world tension and does not contribute to agreement on disarmament. Furthermore the 
United Nations General Assembly has endorsed the eight-Power joint meraorand-um (SNDC/28) 
as a sound, adequate and fair basis for negotiations, as well as for an interim 
arrangement suspending all underground nuclear tests to accompany an agreement 
prohibiting tests in the other three environments. Since both parties agreed in 
principle to the possibility of ending tests by 1 January 1963, should we not redouble 
our efforts during the coming weeks in order to be able to meet this target date and 
in order that our first progress report to the United Nations General Assembly, to be 
delivered by 10 December 1962, should be meaningful? 

^Vhen we turn our attention to the question of general and complete disarmament, 
\re find encouragement in the spirit of compromise that prompted modifications on both 
sides, especially the latest modification introduced by Mr^ Gromyko at the United 
Nations General Assembly, which spurred general interest and a desire to explore it 
further in the light of more clarification. ¥e are encouraged, furthermore, by the 
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exchange of letters betY/ecn Chairman Sirushchev^ President Kennedy and Prime Minister 
Macmillan^ in which those three leaders reflected the world's determination to tackle 
the pending problems of disarmament with renev/ed determination and vigour in order to 
spare humanity the dangers of nuclear confrontation. Finally^ the statements made 
at the eighty^-third meeting; of this Conference b^r the representatives of the nuclear 
Powers — although they harked back to their previous stands — were yet made in an 
encouragdjQg and not too controversial tone. Along the same line; the decision to 
take the war propaganda item away from the pressures of the United Nations General 
Assembly debate is welcome • 

Another source of gratification and hope is the fact that the United Nations 
General Assembly resolution on disarmament (1767 (3CVII)), which was co-sponsored by 
thirty-three States including my omi, was adopted unanimously, even though France, 
regrettably abstained* Once again this is a living proof and further evidence of 
the fact that world public opinion in all countries, large and small, has a direct 
and real interest in the outcome of these disarmament negotiations. And it is not 
without significance that the United Nations General Assembly should restate in one 
breath its determination to ''avert the grave dangers to the human race of nuclear 
confrontation, on which the recent crisis focused attention". It is the first time 
that this idea has ever been expressed as clearly and as straightforwardly hy the 
United Nations General Assembly. The Assembly has deemed it appropriate and 
necessary, also for the first time during the disarmament negotiations, to give 
specific directives on the urgent need for this Conference to turn its attention to 
collateral measures intended to decrease tension and facilitate disarmament. 

The General Assembly has asked our Committee in paragraph 4 of Resolution 
1767 (XVII) to report periodically to it on the progress of our work in the field of 
disarmament. The Acting Gecretary-General has brought this to our attention in- 
document ENDC/64 which is now before us, ^fe believe that there is great merit in the 
Assembly's directives on disarmament, and we urge this Conference to give urgent 
attention to those matters. 

Finally, -I should like to end by saying that we hope we will prove to be right 
in our estijnation that the world is determined to draw profit from the recent crisis, 
and that since the world has come very close to annihilation it should be all the more 
nooessary and possible to agree on ending tests once and for all. and to agree on 
practical measures intended to decrease tension and facilitate disarmament. 
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too GQD3ER (United Kingaum/; I had not intended to inflict a speech on my 
colleagues this morning^ and I intervene now for the purpose of making just a few 
comments. 

I was very interested in the speech of the Swedish representative ^ and particularly 
in his remarks on the question of nuclea,r tests* It is quite clear that he and his 
delegation have given a rreat deal of thought to this matter^ and; therefore ^ any 
comments they make deserve our most careful attentiono However ^ I should like to 
endorse what the IMited States represent active so clearly stated about the feelings of 
the Ihited Kingdom^ as well as the United States ^ in regard to the question of a 
moratorium. 

lie feel very strongly — and recent events have borne out this need ™ that we 
must have clear and adequate assurances in relation to any agreement that is entered 
into. I listened with a great deal of sympathy to what the Swedish representative 
said when he reminded us of some of the dangers existing in nuclear testing. There 
are^ of course <, two different arid distinct types of danger. He reminded us in 
particular of the danger of fallout arid the risks — the extent of which is debatable ^ 
although the fact that they exist is not — that there can be therefrom^ not only to 
those who live now but to generations yet unborn. That is one type of risk. 

The other type of risk — and I think this is what is in the minds of my 
colleagues — is the risk that while any form of nuclear testing continues this must 
give added impetus to the arms race, which everybody wishes to halt. 

But in regard to the first type of risk — 6ind it is, I think^ the most compelling 
one in the minds of many people because it has been referred to so many times round 
this table — I must remind my colleagues that the United Kingdom and the United States 
have' tabled a draft treaty \7hich could be signed tomorrow and v/hich would eliminate 
that risk at once. , 7fe tabled that draft treaty in direct response to appeals made to 
us in this Conference room on many occasions and by many representatives. l^^'e tabled 
it in spiti9 of certain anjcieties we had that even in relation to three environments we 
could not be absolutely certain of its being carried out in certain circumstances. 
However^ we felt it was our duty to heed the feelings and desires expressed here as 
well as elsewhere. ¥e therefore tabled our draft partial treaty (ENDC/59). In doing 
so we made it clear that we looked upon it as an interim measure until such time as a 
complete treaty could be signed. I am frankly still very disappointed "that this was 
not taken up at once while we continued to work on the other environment on which we 
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must seek agreement. I ajain appeal to the Soviet representative toisirn. that treaty- 
while we 'continue to ytoSz on the other environment. That surely is the right way in 
which to proceed/ and it would surely provide added incentive towards solving problems 
in the xinderground sphere. 

In so far as problems in the underground sphere exist — a^nd this. .is where our 
difference of opinion lies — our position is still that we must have this degree of 
adequate assurance • 1 am v^ell av/are tha,t the eight-Pov/er memorandum (EifX/28) which" 
we have discussed on so many occasions contains three separate and distinct points. 
There is the question of detection^ there is the question of an international 
commission, and there is the question of on-site ijispection. 

As I understood the Swedish representative this morning, he was directing his 
mind principally towards the international commission, and I shall wish to study very 
carefully the proposals and thoughts he has advanced; This is clearly a complicated 
mattejL-- It is — as the unitea btates representative "has so rightly said — a matter 
in which obviously .we musu nave xhc fullest . confidence •, Regardless of v/hat ever body 
is set up we must have the fullest assurance that adequate detection exists and that' 
the information derived therefrom is properly correlated. This^ I. believe, is . 
understandable, but I am perfectly willing to look at any suggestions in regard to the 
international commission. .Indeed, on many occasions in the past I have invited the 
Soviet representative to look at this matter with us. in the Sub-<Committee and to vfork 
with us towards achieving results on it. 

Of course, the real key to our difficulties — and I believe everyone realizes 

this lies in the field of on-site inspection. I listened with great care to what 

the Swedish representative had to say on this subject. I believe that at one 'stage' 
of his speech he quoted the Swedish Foreign Minister as saying that a group- of eminent 
scientists from politically independent countries could be entrusted with the task cf 
deciding on a purely scientific and teclmical basis, if an inspection was necessary. 
Immediately after that in his. speech the Swedish representative went on to' refeir to 
vrliat Mr. Kuznetsov said on 17 August. He. said: 

"It seems to me that the interpretation of the often-quoted statement 
of Mr. Kuznetsov in this Conference on 17 August, last could well be that 
the Soviet side does not object to the opening up of such a possibility", 
( supra » p. 21 ) 
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Here again I 7rould c/yjocl to the. ocyiet representative* . "riiere have been a- 
ntimber of references to that statement at the General Assembly, but when one examines 
the statement itself it is highly ambiguous, iall v.-e asl^ is that the Soviet 
representative should toll us quite simply — and I do not ask him to do so now, but 
at some stage — whether in fact in these circumstances w^hich the Swedish represen- 
tative envisages the ;x)vict Union"y\ould automatically agree to inspection on every 
occasion that those scientists so requested. That is a key question. • It is a 
question to which we have never had a clear answer. I believe a clear answer to it 
could help us materially to\7rvrds getting an agreement. 

These are delicate, difficult and involved matters. I certainly do not wish to 
make them more so. But I do wa,nt to assure the Swedish representative that I have 
listened with great attention to what he has said. 1 shall certainly'- study his 
speech most carefully to sec if it can be of any assistance to us. But I do ask 
our colleagues to remember the basic, underlying matters of key importance to which 
I^ equally with the United States representative, attach very^ great importance. ¥e 
must have adequate assurr;,nco in relation to these matters, and v/o ask for assurance 
only that undertakings that have been freely given shall be carried out, and that we 
shall know that they arc carried out. That is what we ask for. In the light of 
recent events, I think it is not too much to ask for, 

I am intervening this morning only to indicate that I have listened with some 
sympathy to what our Swedish colleagoie has said and "oo assure him and my other 
colleagues around this table that I shall certainly study his statement with care 
and that I shall look forv/ard to further statements both from him and from others 
of our colleagues around this table seeking to help us to bridge this gap* I only 
ask them to understand clearly what the gap is 'and not to forget how far the ¥estern 
nations have moved in trying to bridge it. 

The CRklPdilMl (United Arab Republic): I ha-ve been informed by the co~ 
Chairmen that they have recommended that the Conference should hold its next meeting 
this Friday and that it should be devoted to a general debate. I assume that that 
is acceptable to the Conference. 
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The Conference decicToc. -co issue the .Lollowing communique : 

"The Conferonco of the Eighteen Nation Committee on Disarmament today- 
held its eighty-fourth plenary meeting at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
under the chairmanship of lxT. Hassan^ representative of the United Arab 
Republic • 

"Statements Y/cre made by the representatives of Romania, Sv/eden, 
Czechoslovakia, the United States, the United Arab Republic and the ISiited 
Kingdom • 

"The next plenary meeting of the Conference will be held on Friday, 
30 November 1962, at 10.30 a.m." 

The meeting rose at 12.30 p>m > 



